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Remarks 



Reconsideration of this Application is respectfully requested. 

Upon entry of the foregoing amendment, claims 1-14 are pending in the 
application, with claims 1, 5, and 10 being the independent claims. Amendments to the 
claims are believed to introduce no new matter, and their entry is respectfully requested. 

Based on the above amendment and the following remarks, Applicant 

respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider all outstanding objections and 

rejections and that they be withdrawn. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1-14 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 

Patent No. 6,217,608 to Perm et al 

Independent claims 1 and 5 have been amended to recite that the longitudinal 
links connect with each intermediate circumferential ring in the mid band region of the 
intermediate circumferential ring. The Penn patent does not disclose this feature. 
Instead, Penn teaches that the longitudinal link (770, 771, 741) connects to the apex of 
the adjacent circumferential ring (764). Therefore, Penn does not anticipate claims 1 and 
5. Claims 2-4 and 6-9 depend from and add features to independent claims 1 and 5, 
respectively, and are therefore not anticipated by Penn for at least the same reasons as 
described above with respect to claims 1 and 5. 

Independent claim 10 was rejected because, according to the Examiner, Figure 8 
of the Penn patent "clearly shows 1 ' ring 760 to have a shorter band length than ring 750. 
In the brief description of the drawings, however, the Penn patent specifically states that 
Figures 2 through 10 are not drawn to scale. (Col. 7, lines 59-61). The Penn patent does 
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not disclose the relative size of the two patterns of circumferential rings, therefore it does 
not anticipate independent claim 10. Claims 11-14 depend from and add features to 
independent claim 10, and are therefore not anticipated by the Perm patent for at least the 
same reasons as described above with respect to claim 10. 

Conclusion 

All of the stated grounds of objection and rejection have been properly traversed, 
accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests that the 
Examiner reconsider all presently outstanding objections and rejections and that they be 
withdrawn. Applicant believes that a full and complete reply has been made to the 
outstanding Office Action and, as such, the present application is in condition for 
allowance. If the Examiner believes, for any reason, that personal communication will 
expedite prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the 
undersigned at the number provided. 

Prompt and favorable consideration of this Amendment and Reply is respectfully 
requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox p.l.l.c. 




Albert L. Ferro 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 44,679 
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